S091297
1st Dist.

A086982
Div. 4

S091757
1st Dist.

A083530
Div. 5
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Harvey Greenfield, Plaintiff and Appellant
V.

Fritz Companies Inc. et a., Defendants and Respondents
Petition for review GRANTED.

George, C.J.
Baxter, J.
Werdegar, J.
Brown, J.

San Remo Hotel, L.P. et a., PlaintiffS,
Cross-defendants and Appellants

V.
City and County of San Francisco et al., Defendants,
Cross-complainants and Respondents

Petition for review GRANTED.

George, C.J.
Mosk, J.
Baxter, J.
Werdegar, J.
Brown, J.
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S091998
2nd Dist.
B121021
Div. 4

S092645
2nd Dist.
B145224
Div. 6

Edgar Winter et a., Plaintiffs and Appellants

V.

DC Comics, et al., Defendants and Respondents

Petition for review GRANTED.

Further action in this matter is deferred pending consideration
and disposition of arelated issue in Comedy Il Productions, Inc. v.
Saderup, SO076061 (see Cal. Rules of Court, rule 29.2(c)), or pending
further order of the court. Submission of additional briefing,
pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 29.3, is deferred pending
further order of the court.

George, C.J.
Mosk, J.
Kennard, J.
Baxter, J.
Werdegar, J.
Brown, J.

Douglas Muelder, Petitioner

V.
Ventura County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest

Petition for review GRANTED. Further action in this matter is
deferred pendin consideration and disposition of arelated issuein
People v. King, S085942, and People v. Bunn, S086128 (see Cal.
Rules of Court, rule 29.2(c)), or pending further order of the court.
Submission of additional briefing, pursuant to California Rules of
Court, rule 29.3, is deferred pending further order of the court.

Pending final determination of the petition for review filed
herein, all proceedingsin People v. Douglas Muelder in case #
CR48626 in the Ventura County Superior Court is hereby STAYED.

George, C.J.
Mosk, J.
Kennard, J.
Baxter, J.
Werdegar, J.
Brown, J.



SAN FRANCISCO November 21, 2000 2038

S090829

S055279

Jesus Lozano, Petitioner

V.
Frederick K. Ohlrich et al., Respondents
People, Real Party in Interest

Petition for writ of mandate DENIED.

In re Theodore Wrest

on
Habeas Corpus

The petition for writ of habeas corpusis denied.

CLAIMSA, B, C, D, E, F, and G are denied on the merits.

CLAIMSH and | are denied on the merits. To the extent these
claims raise issues that could have and should have been raised on
appeal, the claims also are denied under In re Dixon (1953) 41
Cal.2d 756, 759 (Dixon).

CLAIM Jisdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
issues that could have and should have been raised on appeal, and,
except to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsdl, it
also isdenied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759. To the extent
the claim reasserts issues raised and rejected on appeal, and except
to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsel, it also is
denied under In re Waltreus (1965) 62 Cal.2d 218, 225 (Waltreus).

CLAIM K isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
Issues that could have and should have been raised on appedl, the
claim aso is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.

CLAIM L isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
issues that could have and should have been raised on appeal, and,
except to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsel,
the claim aso is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.

CLAIM M isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
issues that could have and should have been raised on appeal, and,
except to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsel,
the claim aso is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759. To
the extent the claim reasserts issues raised and rejected on appeal,
and except to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial
counsel, the claim aso is denied under Waltreus, supra, 62 Cal.2d
218, 225.

CLAIM N is denied on the merits.

CLAIM O isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
Issues that could have and should have been raised on appedl, the
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claim aso is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.

CLAIM P isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
issues that could have and should have been raised on appeal, and
except to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsel,
the claim aso is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759. To
the extent the claim reasserts issues raised and rejected on appeal,
the claim aso is denied under Waltreus, supra, 62 Cal.2d 218, 225.

CLAIM Q isdenied on the merits and under Waltreus, supra, 62
Cal.2d 218, 225.

CLAIM R isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
issues that could have and should have been raised on appeal, and
except to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsel,
the claim also is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759. To
the extent the claim reasserts issues raised and rejected on appeal,
except to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsel,
the claim aso is denied under Waltreus, supra, 62 Cal.2d 218, 225.

CLAIM Sisdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim
reasserts issues raised and rejected on appeal, the clam also is
denied under Waltreus, supra, 62 Cal.2d 218, 225. To the extent the
claim raises issues that could have and should have been raised on
appeal, the claim aso is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756,
7509.

CLAIM T isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
Issues that could have and should have been raised on appedl, it aso
Is denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.

CLAIM U isdenied on the merits. To the extent the claim raises
Issues that could have and should have been raised on appeal, except
to the extent it asserts ineffective assistance of trial counsel, it alsois
denied under Dixon, supra, 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.

CLAIMSV, W, X, Y, and Z are denied on the merits.

Mosk, J., and Brown, J., would deny the petition solely on the
merits.

Petitioner’s “Motion for Permission to File Supplemental
Timeliness Allegations’ is dismissed as moot.

Kennard, J. is of the opinion an order to show cause should issue
astoclamsD, Eand J.
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S085925

S087544

1st Dist.
A088356
A090668
Div. 5
S092341

1st Dist.
A083933
Div. 4
S092290

1st Dist.
A082758
A085729
Div. 1
S091621

1st Dist.
A086322
Div. 2
S091441

1st Dist.
A086639
Div. 2
S092263
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In re Luis Cardona

on
on Habeas Corpus

Petition for writ of habeas corpusis DENIED.

Mosk, J., and Werdegar, J., are of the opinion an order to show
cause should issue.

In re Deborah Lynn Morales
on
Habeas Corpus
Petition for writ of habeas corpusis DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

Paul C., Petitioner
V.
San Francisco County Superior Court, Respondent
Foley C. et a., Real Partiesin Interest
Petition for writ of habeas corpus and/or mandate DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Ronald Dale Jolly, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., as Trustee, etc., Appellant
V.
Sunvalley Associates et a., Respondents
Petition for review DENIED.
Baxter, J., did not participate.
Werdegar, J., did not participate.

City of Vacaville et a., Appellants

V.
State of California Bureau of Automotive Repair
Appdlant

Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Gary L. Valentine, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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1st Dist.
A086695
Div. 5
S091607

1st Dist.
A087232
Div. 4
S092174

1st Dist.
A088356
A090668
Div. 5
S092361

1st Dist.
A088494
Div. 3
S091797

1st Dist.
A088909
Div. 1
S092365

1st Dist.
A089349
Div. 5
S092002

1st Dist.
A090072
Div. 3

S092268
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People, Respondent
V.

Reynaldo Saplan, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Fildrez Runez, Respondent
V.

Orrin L. Grover, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Inre Foley C., aPerson Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
San Francisco Department of Human Services, Respondent
V.
Paul C., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Tenderloin Housing Clinic, Inc., Respondent
V.
AstoriaHotel Inc., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

People, Respondent
V.

L ee Randolph Stewart, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Inre GinaB. et al., Persons Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
Alameda County Social Services Agency, Respondent

V.
Ray B. et d., Appellants

Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent

V.
Billy Earl Turner, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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1st Dist.
A090780
Div. 4
S091687

1st Dist.
A092044
Div. 2
S091562

2nd Dist.
B114456
B135951
Div. 4

S091498

2nd Dist.
B115308
Div. 2

S091360

2nd Dist.
B126684
Div. 4

S091227

2nd Dist.
B127276
Div. 2

S091368
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Pacific Gas & Electric Company, Petitioner

V.

Public Utilities Commission, Respondent

Petition for review DENIED.

Pacific Gas & Electric Company’s request for judicial noticeis
granted as to items 2 through 9, and denied as to the remainder. The
Utility Reform Network’ s request for judicial notice is granted as to
items 1 and 3, and denied as to the remainder. The City and County
of San Francisco’'s request for judicial notice is granted.

Chin, J., did not participate.

Anthony McKnight, Petitioner
V.
Alameda County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest
Petition for review DENIED.
Kennard, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

People, Respondent
V.

Jason Scott Guzman, Appellant

In re Jason Scott Guzman on Habeas Corpus
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Danny Richard Bohannon et al., Appellants
Petitions for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.
Edward Guadalupe Padilla, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

People, Respondent
V.

Jude Paulinus Nwandu, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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2nd Dist.
B128901
Div. 3

S092415

2nd Dist.
B129724
Div. 5

S091311

2nd Dist.
B130758
Div. 3

S091334

2nd Dist.
B130854
Div. 4

S091187

2nd Dist.
B131203
Div. 2

S092248

2nd Dist.
B131368
Div. 4

S091348

2nd Dist.
B131378
Div. 3

S092033

2nd Dist.
B131878
Div. 7

S092256

People, Respondent
V.
Timothy Wayne Johnson, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

People, Respondent
V.
Darien Wayne Boyd, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

People, Respondent
V.

Jerry Jervon Henry et al., Appellants
Petition for review DENIED.

Wilma Pony, Appellant
V.

Umberto’ s Beauty Salon, Respondent
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Armando Hernandez, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Sergio Cortez, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Stephen Mitchell, Respondent
V.

Church of Spiritual Technology, Respondent
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Journel Brual Sr., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B132527 V.
Div. 5 L eandro Hernandez Molina, Appellant
S092316 Petition for review DENIED.

Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B132554 V.

Div. 4 Albert Campanur, Appellant
S092367 Petition for review DENIED.
2nd Dist. Ted Vadez et ., Appellants
B132763 V.

Div. 7 Ann Fox et al., Respondents
S092379 Petition for review DENIED.
2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B133761 V.

Div. 5 Y ae Aaron Fisher, Appellant
S092366 Petition for review DENIED.
2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B134219 V.

Div. 5 Anthony G. Armour, Appellant
S091630 Petition for review DENIED.
2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B134593 V.

Div. 5 Webster Hale, Appellant
S092320 Petition for review DENIED.
2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B134613 V.

Div. 7 Gregory A. Hall, Appellant
092257 Petition for review DENIED.
2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B134821 V.

Div. 6 Raymond Tala Vailuu, Appellant

S091533 Petition for review DENIED.
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2nd Dist.
B134870
Div. 5

S092368

2nd Dist.
B134958
Div. 2

S091428

2nd Dist.
B135302
Div. 2

S092283

2nd Dist.
B135316
Div. 7

S092351

2nd Dist.
B135364
Div. 7

S092265

2nd Dist.
B135740
Div. 5

S091841

2nd Dist.
B135648
Div. 1

S091323

2nd Dist.
B135749
Div. 6

S092266

HCB Contractors, Appellant

V.
PPG Industries, Inc. et a., Respondents
Petition for review DENIED.

County of Los Angeles, Petitioner

V.
Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent
Adam Axelrad, Real Party in Interest

Application for stay and petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Jerson Lemus, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Ralph D. Connor, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Avalon Sunset, Appellant
V.

Lurie & Zepedaet a., Respondents
Petition for review DENIED.

Sheri Y oung McGlothen, Appellant
V.

Gavin DeBecker, Inc., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Arthur Ray Ferrell, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Phillip A. Randolph, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

2045
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2nd Dist.
B135847
Div. 7

S092395

2nd Dist.
B136294
Div. 2

S091362

2nd Dist.
B136326
Div. 7

S092336

2nd Dist.
B137342
Div. 5

S092285

2nd Dist.
B137489
Div. 2

S092335

2nd Dist.
B137499
Div. 5

S092325

2nd Dist.
B137520
Div. 1

S092354

2nd Dist.
B137553
Div. 5

S092287

People, Respondent
V.

Anthony Ladel Oliver, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Robert John Downey, Jr., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Morris Fulton, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

William Rosar, Appellant
V.

Claremont Graduate University, Respondent
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Francisco Mayotin, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Gregorio Barron, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.
Vaughn Arthur Voss, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

In re Hector P., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
Los Angeles County Dept. of Children & Family Svcs., Respondent
V.
Rosemarie P., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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2nd Dist. Thomas Martino, Appellant

B137746 V.
Div. 4 Sean Kiernan, Respondent
S091919 Petition for review DENIED.

2nd Dist. In re Jasime G., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
B139192 s e
Div. 2 Dept. of Children & Family Svcs., Los Angeles County, Respondent
S091789 V.
Shantyl E., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

2nd Dist. People, Respondent

B139425 V.

Div. 1 Osvaldo Amador Cardenas, Appellant

S092332 Petition for review DENIED.

2nd Dist. Lompoc Unified School District, Petitioner

B142749 V.

Div. 6 Workers Compensation Appeals Board et al., Respondents
S092025 Petition for review DENIED.

2nd Dist. Kennedy-Wilson, Inc., Petitioner

B143551 V.

Div. 1 Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent

S091265 SM Physicians Center, LLC, Rea Party in Interest
Petition for review DENIED.

2nd Dist. Lance Haddix, Petitioner
B143884 V.
Div. 4 Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent
S091896 Linda Rinella, Real Party in Interest
Petition for review DENIED.

3rd Dist. People, Respondent

C033182 V.

S092321 Ursula Honore Evans, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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3rd Dist.
C033840
S092272

3rd Dist.
C035328
S091376

3rd Dist.
C035307
S092388

3rd Dist.
C035360
S092416

3rd Dist.
C036483
S092100

4th Dist.
D032889
Div. 1

S091870

4th Dist.
D032950
Div. 1

S091531

November 21, 2000 2048

Inre Zyaid C., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law

Sacramento County Dept. of Health & Human Services, Respondent
V.

Carroll C., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Daniel Gonzalez, Appellant
V.

Milagros Costa-Johnson, Respondent
Petition for review DENIED.

Inre Brian G., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
Child Protective Services, Respondent

V.
Sandra L., Appellant

Petition for review DENIED.

In re De' Angelo C., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
Dept. of Health & Human Services, Respondent

V.
Jacqueline C., Appellant

Petition for review DENIED.

Michael Baldwin, Petitioner

V.
Placer County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest

Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Ricardo F. Gomez, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Michael David Marano, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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4th Dist.
D033431
Div. 1

S092380

4th Dist.
D034462
Div. 1

S092440

4th Dist.
D034748
Div. 1

S092288

4th Dist.
D034995
Div. 1

S092241

4th Dist.
D036075
Div. 1

S092407

4th Dist.
E022287
Div. 2

S091451

4th Dist.
E023967
Div. 2

S091635

4th Dist.
E024066
Div. 2

S091426
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People, Respondent
V.

Herbert Lee King, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Santez Dontel Plowden, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Willie Jefferson Harris, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Thomas DeOcampo, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Kaiser Foundation Hospital, Petitioner

V.
Workers Compensation Appeals Board and
Melody Y turralde, Respondents

Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Brandon Joaquin Martin, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Robert Bayly, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Cassey Lamar Whigham, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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4th Dist.
E025168
Div. 2

S091505

4th Dist.
E025273
Div. 2

S091391

4th Dist.
E025691
Div. 2

S092249

4th Dist.
E025874
Div. 2

S091420

4th Dist.
E026577
Div. 2

S092399

4th Dist.
E026747
Div. 2

S091875

4th Dist.
E027918
Div. 2

S092284

People, Respondent
V.

Patrick Kevin Walker, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.
Richard Raul Gonzalez, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

People, Respondent
V.

Victor Tank Bell, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Horace Roberts, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.
Larry Neal Johnson, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

Belilda B. Ng, Respondent
V.

King Arthur, 13th, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Shong-Ching Tong, Petitioner
V.
Riverside County Superior Court, Respondent
Pablo Varelaet a., Real Partiesin Interest
Petition for review DENIED.
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4th Dist.
E028057
Div. 2

S092350

4th Dist.
G022699
Div. 3

S091243

4th Dist.
G024508
G025408
Div. 3

S091408

5th Dist.
FO030694
S092270

5th Dist.
F031586
S092420

5th Dist.
FO033118
S091396

5th Dist.
F032140
FO033563
S091273
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InreLeo Bello

on
Habeas Corpus

Petition for review DENIED. (In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300,
304; In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735.)

People, Respondent
V.

Steven Mark Taylor, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.
GiaMichelle McClain, Appellant
In re Gia Michelle McClain on Habeas Corpus
Petition for review DENIED.
Kennard, J., and Baxter, J., are of the opinion the petition should
be granted.

People, Respondent
V.
Ernie Alfred Sedillo, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
Mosk, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted.

People, Respondent
V.

Larry Goddard, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Bobby Brown, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

William Ray, Appellant

In re William Ray on Habeas Corpus
Petition for review DENIED.
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5th Dist. Inre AmandaD., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
FO35057  mmmmmmmm oo o e e
S092606 Tulare County Health & Human Services Agency, Respondent
V.
LindaD., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
5th Dist. Johnney Ramey, Appellant
F036044 V.
S092227 Brenda Mayes, Respondent
Petition for review DENIED.
6th Dist. People, Respondent
HO17224 V.
S092244 Mohammad Javaid Abdulrafi, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
6th Dist. People, Respondent
H019492 V.
S092293 Hung Thi Le, Respondent
Petition for review DENIED.
6th Dist. People, Respondent
H019708 V.
S091296 lapesa Simanu, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
6th Dist. People, Respondent
H019944 V.
S092334 Alonzo Lee Taylor, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
6th Dist. People, Respondent
H019968 V.
S092300 Daniel Noble, Jr., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
6th Dist. People, Respondent
H020033 V.
S092255 Huy T. Tran, Appellant

Petition for review DENIED.
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6th Dist.
H020094
S092315

6th Dist.
H020096
S092243

6th Dist.
H020897
S092501

6th Dist.
H021667
S091924

6th Dist.
H021952
S092217

6th Dist.
H022192
S092975

App.Dept.

Solano CSC

Court 2
V' C47656
S090295

November 21, 2000

People, Respondent
V.

Joseph Martinez Garcia, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Manuel Robert Villa, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Armando Lopez Reyes, Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.
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In re Robert S., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law

Monterey County Department of Social Services, Respondent

V.
Robert S. Sexton, Jr., Appellant
Petition for review DENIED.

Dennis Eugene Miller, Petitioner

V.
Santa Clara County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest

Petition for review DENIED.

Susan Newman, Petitioner

V.
Santa Clara County Superior Court, Respondent
Louis Mensl, Real Party in Interest

Application for stay and petition for review DENIED.

People, Respondent
V.

Mary Francis Spinola, Appellant
Request for publication DENIED.
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App.Dept.
LACSC
BV22601

S092345

1st Dist.
A086443
Div. 4
S092581

1st Dist.
A087042
Div. 2
S092355

2nd Dist.
B135120
Div. 2

S092195

2nd Dist.
B138279
Div. 1

S092291

2nd Dist.
B143304
Div. 1

S092149

3rd Dist.
C030622
S091794
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Blima Pick, Respondent
V.
Paul Cohen, Appellant
Request for depublication DENIED.

Susan Au-Yang, Appellant
V.

United Parcel Service, Respondent
Request for publication DENIED.

Wagner & Pigozzi, Inc., Appellant
V.

Liberty Mutual Insurance, Respondent
Request for publication DENIED.

San Gabriel Valley Water Company, Respondent
V.

Hartford Accident and Indemnity Company, Respondent
Request for depublication DENIED.

In re Claudia C., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
Los Angeles Dept. of Children & Family Svcs., Respondent

V.
ClaudiaC. et a., Appellants

Request for publication DENIED.

Kim Phuoc Jewelry Incorporated, Petitioner
V.

Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent

Those Certain ‘Names' at Lloyd's London, Real Partiesin Interest
Request for publication DENIED.

In re the Marriage of Daryl S. and Diane E. Phippen
Daryl S. Phippen, Appellant

V.
Diane E. Phippen, Respondent

Request for publication DENIED.
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4th Dist. People, Respondent

E025449 V.

Div. 2 James Andrew Gay, Appellant

S090593 Request for publication DENIED.

4th Dist. In re Kimberly G. et al., Persons Coming

G026358  Under the Juvenile Court Law

DIV. 3 s

S091925 Orange County Socia Services Agency, Respondent
Y

Albino G. et a., Appellants
Request for publication DENIED.

6th Dist. In re Zackery Hunt
H021962 on
Habeas Corpus

The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby
extended to and including January 5, 2001. (Cal. Rules of Court,
rule 28(a)(1).)

Orders were filed in the following matters extending the time within
which to grant or deny a petition for review to and including the date indicated, or
until review is either granted or denied:

A085780/S092262 Peoplev. Demian Trevor O’ Keefe — January 8, 2001.
A087488/S092044 People v. Alva Thomas Reeves — January 4, 2001.
A087677/S091992 Peoplev. Thomas D. Waiton — January 2, 2001.
A087891/S092190 People v. Gerald Eugene Parmarter — January 8, 2001.
B118522/S092181 Peoplev. Gregory Taylor — January 4, 2001.
B129356/S091920 People v. Maurice Williams — December 29, 2000.
B129923/S091943 People v. Myron E. Howard — December 31, 2000.

B130100/S092023 People v. Thomas Wayne Johnson — January 3, 2001.
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B131358/S092122

B132271/S092445

B132279/S092006

B132553/S092067

B133755/S092114

B134069/S091907

B134126/S092012

B135416/S091946

B135725/S092205

B135824/S092198

B137020/S092032

C030256/S092083

C030812/S091916

C031524/S091892

C031696/S091970

C032124/S091894

D032488/S092157

D032925/S092103

D033221/S092179

D034584/S092119
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People v. Brian Nelson Edwards — January 2, 2001.
People v. Regulo Orozco — January 8, 2001.

People v. Osie Danage — January 9, 2001.

People v. Christopher Moncado — December 29, 2000.
People v. Hugo Claxon Moye — January 2, 2001.
People v. Dennis R. McBride — January 11, 2001.
People v. Tom Steele, Jr. — December 31, 2000.

People v. Carmelo M. Lopez — January 3, 2001.
People v. Ralph John McGhee — December 31, 2000.
People v. Felix Pedraza Santoyo — January 11, 2001.
People v. Louis Tamale — January 11, 2001.

People v. Pedro Gutierrez — January 4, 2001.

People v. Larry Henry Becerra— January 8, 2001.
People v. April Lynne Grayson, et a. — January 3, 2001.
People v. Bobby Hill Ellington — December 29, 2000.
People v. Scotty Dwayne Hobbs — December 29, 2000.
People v. Shadeven Jason Harper — December 29, 2000.
People v. Steve Santos Robles, Jr. — January 8, 2001.
People v. Lorell Gilpen — January 8, 2001.

People v. James Bert Wutzke — January 11, 2001.

Inre Thaniel M., aPerson Coming Under the Juvenile Court
Law; People v. Thaniel M. — January 9, 2001.
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E025380/S092235

E025672/S092111

G023439/S091886

G023456/S092383

F030312/S092221

F033297/S092004

F033839/S091923

F033933/S092150

H018162/S092180

H018721/S092298

H019324/S091801

H019395/S092071

H019423/S092173

H019633/S092183

H019798/S092211
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Peoplev. Joe S. Villareal — January 3, 2001.
People v. Larry James Barney — January 2, 2001.
People v. Enrique Hernandez — January 4, 2001.

People v. Travis Scott Frederickson, Richard Darren Fleck —
January 9, 2001.

People v. Jaime Leo Matheney — January 8, 2001.

In re Stoney N., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court
Law; People v. Stoney N. — December 29, 2000.

People v. Jepthe Ramirez Peraza — January 15, 2001.

People v. Gerardo Rico — January 4, 2001.

People v. Edward Carl Schroeder — January 8, 2001.

People v. Gilbert Frank Chavez — January 1, 2001.

People v. Kamani Eugene Hendricks et al. — January 1, 2001.
People v. Santiago James Chavez, Jr. — January 8, 2001.
People v. Roy Rodriguez — January 4, 2001.

People v. Algandro Farell — January 8, 2001.

People v. Daniel Chairez — January 11, 2001.

S007531 People, Respondent

Vv

Kevin Bernard Haley, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including January 19, 2001.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.
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S012852

S014664

S024642

S024833

S026634

S029460

People, Respondent

V.
Robert Edward Maury, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including January 16, 2001.

People, Respondent

V.
Mario Lewis Gray, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including December 13, 2000.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Michael Ray Burgener, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including December 13, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Richard Wade Farley, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including January 16, 2001.

People, Respondent

V.
Paul Sodoa Watkins, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including January 12, 2001.

People, Respondent

V.
Randall Scott Cash, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including December 11, 2000.
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S035368 People, Respondent
V.
Enrique Zambrano, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including January 26, 2001.

S040471 People, Respondent
V.
Milton Ray Pollock, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including January 19, 2001.

S044739 People, Respondent

V.
Anthony George Bankston, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including January 19,
2001, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in
writing as soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an
extension of time has been completed.

S048543 People, Respondent

V.
Charles F. Rountree, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including January 12,
2001, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in
writing as soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an
extension of time has been completed.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.

S055130 People, Respondent
V.
Edward Patrick Morgan, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including January 12,
2001, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
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S055856

S056766

S075679

S080638

appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in
writing as soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an
extension of time has been completed.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Orlando Gene Romero and Christopher Self, Appellants

On application of appellant Orlando Gene Romero and good
cause appearing, it is ordered that the appellant is granted to and
including January 22, 2001, to request correction of the record on
appeal. Counsel for appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the
Supreme Court in writing as soon as the act as to which the Court
has granted an extension of time has been completed.

People, Respondent

V.
Richard Leon, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including January 16,
2001, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in
writing as soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an
extension of time has been completed.

In re William Kirkpatrick, Jr.

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis extended to and
including January 16, 2001.

In re Dennis Duane Webb

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis extended to and
including January 16, 2001.
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S084292

S085976

S087859

S089338

S091117

In re David Keith Rogers

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis extended to and
including December 20, 2000.

In re Herbert James Coddington

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis extended to and
including January 25, 2001.

Marc Kasky, Appellant

V.
Nike Inc. et a., Respondents

On application of amicus curiae American Civil Liberties Union
and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
its application and amicus curiae brief in support of respondents
herein is extended to and including December 20, 2000.

In re Autry Holloway

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the informal responseis
extended to and including December 18, 2000.

Utility Cost Management, Appellant

V.

Indian Wells Valey Water District, Respondent

On joint application of James P. Wagoner and Paul G. Kerkorian
and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
the opening brief on the meritsis extended to and including
December 8, 2000.

No further extensions of time will be granted. Request for
extension of timeto file reply brief and request for extension of time
to file answer brief on the merits DENIED as premature. (See aso
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 29.3(a).)
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S088995

S012568

People, Respondent

V.
Stefan John Denser, Appellant

Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, California
Appellate Project is hereby appointed to represent appellant on his
appeal now pending in this court.

People, Respondent

V.
Philip Louis Lucero, Appellant

In the above-entitled matter the court filed its decision on
July 13, 2000, because of the following extraordinary and
compelling circumstances:
1. The size of the record (the clerk’s and reporter’ s transcnripts
totalling approximately 7,800 pages).
2. The necessity to grant appellant, for good cause, 7 extensions of
time within which to file the appellant’ s opening brief.
3. The necessity to issue an order, after appellant had failed to filea
timely opening brief, warning counsel that the court would consider
Issuing an order to show cause why he should not be held in
contempt if the brief was not filed within two weeks.
4. The necessity to grant respondent, for good cause, 2 extensions
of time within which to file the respondent’ s brief.
5. The necessity to grant appellant, for good cause, 5 extensions of
time within which to file the appellant’ s reply brief.
6. The necessity to issue an order, after appellant had failed to file a
timely reply brief, warning counsel that the court would consider
Issuing an order to show cause why he should not be held in
contempt if the brief was not file within three weeks.
7. The number and complexity of the issues presented.



